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An attorney is required to have such knowledge of law as is ordinarily possessed by other attorneys and is liable for 
loss resulting from its ignorance. 


An attorney is expected to know the law! relating to the matter for which he or she is representing a client,” and an attorney 
is required to possess such a reasonable knowledge of the law as is ordinarily possessed by other attorneys.” In addition, it 
is the attorney's duty, if he or she lacks knowledge of the statutes, to inform himself or herself,“ and an attorney owes his or 
her client the duty of diligent investigation and research.” Further, practitioners have an obligation to keep abreast of current 


changes in the law.° 


Accordingly, an attorney must be acquainted with the statutes and the settled rules of law and practice prevailing in the courts in 


the locality wherein the attorney practices and is responsible for loss to a client resulting from ignorance thereof.’ An attorney 
who is unfamiliar with or disregards controlling points of law when presenting the client's case is not immune from liability for 


legal malpractice.® A client is entitled to the benefit of an informed judgment by the attorney, and when the issue is one that 
is settled and can be identified through ordinary research and investigation techniques, an attorney should not be able to avoid 


legal malpractice liability by claiming the error was one of judgment.” However, it is not legal malpractice to fail to advocate 


for or anticipate a substantial change in law requiring the overruling of a controlling precedent. ! 
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Where an attorney is charged with an error regarding applicable law, a plaintiff must show that the attorney erred in regard to 


that law and, if such an error is shown, that the error was due to the attorney's negligence, and the applicable law is the law in 


the relevant jurisdiction that existed at the time the attorney's services were rendered. |! 


Foreign law. 


When an attorney is retained in a matter involving foreign law, the attorney is responsible to the client for proper conduct of 


the matter and may not claim that he or she is not required to know foreign law. 7 Thus, an attorney licensed only to practice 


law in one state may be negligent in failing to know or ascertain the law of another state where the attorney has been retained 


to represent a person whose cause of action involves the law of such other state. ‘i 
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